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Following are excerpts from an interview with Lourdes Flores Nano, secretary general of the
conservative opposition Popular Christian Party (Partido Popular Cristiano, PPC). The PPC was
previously united with the Popular Action (Accion Popular, AP) party in a coalition dubbed the
Democratic Front (FREDEMO), which supported the presidential candidacy of Mario Vargas
Llosa in 1989. Flores Nano is a representative to the constituent congress (Congreso Constituyente
Democratico, CCD) and sits on the constitutional commission. The interview was conducted in
Washington D.C. by LADB staff writer Erika Harding on April 29, 1993. LADB: What did you think
of the conference on democratization in Peru? [The conference sponsored by the Washington Office
on Latin America and George Washington University was held April 28, 1993, in Washington D.C.,
and involved a broad spectrum of Peruvian political representatives.] Lourdes Flores Nano: Well,
I think it was a very impressive meeting because many different points of view were expressed.
The conference brought out certain things we have in common, despite our very divergent political
opinions, and I think that's important. For example, all Peruvian democrats agree that the war
against Sendero Luminoso (Shining Path) has achieved certain important objectives. There is
also agreement that, in addition to the military struggle, we have to fight on the political front in
order to defeat Sendero once and for all. We have a common enemy and we are all together on
this. However, it is clear that many disagreements remain regarding a host of political issues in
Peru. My party is in the opposition, and our perception is that the country is undergoing a process
to return to full democracy. That process has not yet ended, in fact, it has just begun. Although
the PPC sees the calling of elections which President Alberto Fujimori implemented only under
international pressure and the resulting constituent congress as a positive development in the
return to democracy, in my opinion full democracy will not be achieved until the next general
elections in 1995. Those elections must be held in such a way that Fujimori is not able to use them to
achieve his own personal goals. Fujimori wants to be reelected, but the country's electoral law and
the terms for a return to democracy which he established before the congressional elections should
be respected. Both of these prohibit a president from serving consecutive terms in office. LADB:
Can you explain the current process of constitutional reform underway in the constituent congress?
Is it a question of reforming the 1979 constitution or rather the development of a completely
new constitution? LFN: That is something of a controversy. Nobody wants to admit that we are
reforming the existing constitution. They pretend that we are making a new constitution. But in fact
what we are doing is reviewing the previous constitution article by article. LADB: Is that why the
constitutional commission has approved one article at a time, rather than presenting a complete
draft constitution? LFN: The reason for this piecemeal approach is that the government majority
in the congress wanted to change the whole thing, they wanted to create a new constitution. But
they had no proposal to present. During the congressional campaign they presented a list of what
they called "25 important changes to the constitution" that they wanted to implement. They have
pretty much stuck to that list, but, since they didn't have a complete draft, they are doing things one
at a time. That makes it complex. LADB: In the absence of a majority proposal, did the members of
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the opposition come together and decide on specific objectives for reforming the constitution? Did
you have a coordinated plan? LFN: The minority groups did not arrive with a complete draft. We
have agreed on certain things in the course of the reform process. If the constitutional commission
is not able to arrive at something resembling a "consensual constitution," then we will present
a minority dissenting report. We would also present a dissenting report if the majority imposes
certain amendments, such as reelection, since they already imposed a mechanism to dissolve
congress, which we feel eliminated essential checks and balances within the government. In those
circumstances, we will consider forcing the popular referendum to take the form of either option
A or option B, rather than a yes or no vote as it is currently conceived. LADB: What will happen if,
when the final constitutional project is submitted to a popular referendum, it is rejected? LFN: That
would be terrible, it would produce tremendous instability. That is exactly the problem with a "yes"
or "no" vote the people will always be wondering what happens if the "no" wins. But frankly, I think
a rejection of the final draft constitution is almost impossible. What we need is an alternative. The
people should be able to choose among various options, including the maintenance of the Peruvian
constitution of 1979. That alternative should be discussed. LADB: With the measure recently passed
by the constitutional commission, under what circumstances can the President dissolve congress?
LFN: Under almost any circumstances. The wording of the measure outlines periods of "serious
crisis," but these are very ambiguous terms. The president can dissolve the congress under almost
any circumstances, but he can do it only once during his term in office. There are also specific
time restraints the congress can only be dissolved in the period between the sixth month of the
second year, and the end of the third year. A year and a half period. LADB: What if reelection is
approved? Does the measure restrict presidents to dissolving the congress only once during their
entire presidency, or to once per term? LFN: Once per term. The PPC voted against the measure.
The existing Peruvian constitution contains the option of dissolving the congress, but it is limited
to the Chamber of Deputies, and excludes the Senate. However, the current constitution restricts
this option to a situation of real crisis, which is clearly and objectively expressed. Three cabinet
members must be "censured" by congress before dissolution is a possibility. LADB: Do you think
Fujimori will be reelected? LFN: I wish he wouldn't be. In general terms, he is very popular right
now. Things like the capture of Sendero leader Abimael Guzman make people feel more secure.
Everywhere he goes he gives gifts, he is a real populist. Nevertheless, his success or his defeat will
depend on economic issues. He will do everything he can to convince people that the country's
economic situation is improving. If he were to run for reelection, it is very likely he would win. The
biggest difficulty we in the opposition face is the absence of a unifying leader. There is no one who
represents the opposition as a whole. We need an Aylwin [Chile's president]. And, at the same
time, the general image of the political parties is very negative. I certainly hope we will find a good
alternative candidate and defeat Fujimori. LADB: Given all this, do you support Peru's international
financial support group and the country's reinsertion into the international financial community?
LFN: Yes, of course. If I were irresponsible, and didn't think in terms of the nation's interest, I
would think that I need Fujimori's failure, and I need that failure through economic failure. Thus
I would support the cut-off of financial resources to his administration. The lack of international
aid would be terrible for him, but it would also be terrible for the country. LADB: Let's discuss the
recent events surrounding the constituent congress's investigation into the disappearances of the
professor and students at the La Cantuta campus and the military's response. Did Fujimori know
ahead of time that the Army planned to bring tanks into the streets [on April 21 and 22]? LFN: My
impression is that he didn't know ahead of time. He was just as surprised as everyone else. In fact,
this incident has made a major impression on him. He thought he was the one who controlled
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everything. But then suddenly the military tells him "no, our tanks are our force." There are some
people who disagree with me, but I believe he was "out of the loop" regarding the tank movement.
LADB: What do you expect will happen if the constituent congress continues with its investigation
into the La Cantuta disappearances? What if they present evidence of army involvement in the
disappearances? LFN: Well, we will certainly continue with the investigation. It will probably
become a real problem, but we have to go on. We must proceed. The real problem is that we will
face tremendous difficulties in getting the information on what actually happened and who was
responsible. I expect there will be tremendous difficulties. But we now have international pressure
being placed on the government regarding this case. We will proceed, even if it causes a disruption,
and we will get to the bottom of this, no matter how many heads must roll. At least we will demand
that they roll. LADB: Do you think Fujimori would dissolve the constituent congress over this issue?
LFN: No, I don't think so. I think Fujimori is going to move...I mean, if the La Cantuta allegations
[presented before the constituent congress by opposition Deputy Henry Pease, see related story in
this issue] are correct, it would demonstrate not that the army as a whole and the commander in
chief is involved, but rather that a specialized intelligence group is involved. They are members of
the army, but belong to a separate intelligence group. Thus Montesinos [a former army captain, one
of Fujimori's top advisors who has become the de facto head of the National Intelligence Service]
would be implicated, and Fujimori would have to make a decision. That's the crux of the issue, and
the real problem for the military in my point of view. LADB: Do you believe the military overstepped
its constitutional bounds in reacting to the congressional investigation? LFN: Yes, absolutely. This
demonstrates clearly that the military is able to make political decisions and that the institution is
essentially "deliberative."

-- End --
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